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Thank you!
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To: Schuster, Cindy 
Subject: i think i forgot to actually send the updated version
Here it is
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Portland Harbor Talking Points

4/13/2016

Update

· We are less than a month away from releasing our Final Feasibility Study and Proposed Plan, which will include EPA’s preferred alternative for cleaning up the Portland Harbor Superfund Site.

· We are still on track to complete the ROD by the end of December:

Feasibility Study and Proposed Plan			May, 2016

Public Comment Period – 60 days			Through July, 2016

EPA Deliberation					July – December, 2016

Record of Decision					December 31, 2016

· When the Proposed Plan is issued, EPA’s communications with all external parties becomes more formal, documented and added to the record.

· During the comment period, EPA is planning 4 public meetings throughout the city of Portland.  All comments will be compiled and EPA will develop a response for all unique comments submitted.  The EPA response is called a Responsiveness Summary and will be issued with the final cleanup decision or Record of Decision.

· EPA is also offering government to government consultations with the six Federally Recognized Tribes during the Public Comment Period.



Background

· The site presents challenges when developing cleanup options.  The river is large and dynamic.  Reducing risk from consuming contaminated fish is complicated.  Standard cleanup technologies for sediment sites include dredging, capping, treatment and natural recovery.

· There are numerous contaminants at the site that pose a risk to people and wildlife.  Cancer risks to people are 100 times what is acceptable under the Superfund law and for the most sensitive population—nursing infants--more than 10,000 times the acceptable non-cancer risk.  These risks are from consuming contaminated fish.  Wildlife is also at risk from eating contaminated food (fish, worms, sediment, etc.).

· [bookmark: _GoBack]Our focus has been on the most prevalent contaminants:  PCBs, dioxins/furans, DDT and its breakdown products DDE and DDD, and PAHs.  

· Some locations in the river have higher concentrations of contaminants than other locations.

· We know that people do consume fish from the river from various surveys and studies conducted within the Portland area as well as information on fish consumption we have from other sites.  Our risk assessment evaluated risks to people from consuming fish fillets at rates similar to those found in these surveys.  The risk assessments were conducted consistent with our Superfund law, guidance and policy.

· There are more than 100 parties participating in an allocation group, the group tasked with allocating cleanup costs.  EPA has no role in the allocation process.

· Under Superfund’s “polluter pays” principle, EPA pursues all parties who may be responsible for contamination and expects them to conduct and/or pay for cleanup studies and actions.  If a party refuses to participate, EPA has a wide range of enforcement tools that can be used to move cleanup forward. 


